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Purpose and Structure of Snapshot

A Provide anoverview of existing conditions and trends in
Infill and TOD In theegion, focusing on development since
2000.

A Two phases of analysis:
I Phase 1: Analysis of broad trends in infill development
I Phase 2: Analysis of infill development in TOD and other focus areas



Definition and Indicators of Infill

A Snapshot defines infill as development occurring within
CMAPOs 2010 municipal envel

A Identifies infill development through various indicators,
some direct, others indirect:

I GO TO 2040 Plan Update indicator: development in the 2010
municipal envelope as tracked b MAPOs Nort heaste
Development Database (NDD)

Trends in population
Trends in louseholds
Trends inhousing units
Trends indensity



Key Research Questions

A Where has infill occurred in the regichHas infill occurred
In TOD areas, or other focus areas?

A What is the character of thislevelopmen®

A Are there concentrations (or other patterns) of
development?



Change In I\/Iunicipal Envelope, 2000

Change in municipal envelope area, 2000-2010

x Airports

-2010

Geography

Envelope acreage
added

Percentage
Change

Chicago

0%

Cook

10,766

2%

DuPage

6,665

Kane

Kendall

Lake

McHenry

Will

Total

4%

—— CMAP Interstates
[ Municipal Envelope 2000
I 1unicipal Envelope 2010

ource: CMAP Northeastern Illinois Development Database, 2015



Development in Region, 2000 -2015

Development in the CMAP region since 2000

Percentage of Development in Municipal Envelope

Res Unit Pct ENV | Non-Res Sq. Ft. Pct EN
Geography

Since 2000 Since 201( Since 2000 Since 201(

Cool 99% 98% 10094 1009
DuPage 94% 88% 97% 969

Kang 93% 91% 96%4 849
Kendall 98% 979 97% 1009

Lakg 9494 94% 97% 899
McHenry 91% 939 99% 999
Will 96%4 96% 96%4 919
Multi-County 99% 1009 99% 1009
Regiof 96% 96% 98% 959

Residential development
- Non-residential development

2010 Municipal Envelope
—+—+ Metra Rail

m— |rterstates

Source: CMAP Northeastern Illinois Development Database, 2015




Development in Region, 2000
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B Total residential units
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Change in Proportion of Regional Population
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y Survey estimates 2010-14




Population Density, 2010 -0 1 4
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Changes in Population Density, 2000
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Median Year Housing Structure Built

Median Year Housing Structure Built, 2010

alysis of American Community s urvey data 2010-14

Source: Chicago Metropoltan Agency for Planning An



Housing Unit Density, 2010 -0 1 4

Percentage of Total RegionRbpulation by Housing Density
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Changes in Housing Unit Densit

Change in housing units per acre

by Census tract o Viles by Census tract
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Next Steps: TOD Analysis



